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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous 
Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission 
filed on December 22, 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The amendment filed on December 22, 2006, cancelled no claims. No claims 
were added and claims 1 , 8, 14, 20, and 21 were amended. Thus the currently 
pending claims remain Claims 1-21. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The amendment filed on December 22, 2006 has overcome the 35 U.S.C. 
112 rejection directed towards a step for displaying content. Thus, the examiner 
hereby withdraws the rejection. 

4. The amendment filed on December 22, 2006 fails to overcome the rejection 
of Claims 1 - 21 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete for 
omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the steps. See 
MPEP § 2172.01. Thus the rejection is maintained. In order for the rule specifying. 
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"at least one spectator be detected" to be triggered two things must occur. First, a 
step of detecting utilizing the technologies disclosed in the specification (IR tags, 
RFID tags, etc.) must occur. Then, a mechanism for determining that the technology 
that is detected is in the possession of a spectator. Based upon the applicants 
arguments, and reluctance to claim providing a specific RFID tag or the like that 
works with the invention, the examiner infers that the applicant intends the invention 
to work with any RFID tag or the like. This being the case, there is no way the 
applicant can guarantee that the technology that triggered the rule is in the 
possession of a spectator. The technologies claimed are so ubiquitous that the rule 
may be triggered by any number of objects that contain such technologies such as 
automobiles, and items for sale in a retail outlet even when no spectator is present. 
As an alternative to the examiners previous suggestion for to correcting the 
deficiencies in the claims, the applicant could claim "detecting the presence of an 
RFID tag, IR tag, or proximity indicator'' and a triggered rule specifying that "at least 
one RFID tag, IR tag, or proximity indicator is detected". However, the applicant 
needs to be careful how broadly these two required steps are claimed. A claim not 
directed towards the technologies specifically claim in the specification may present 
scope of enablement issues. There are numerous other technologies, such as facial 
recognition, that could be used for the detecting and triggering steps that are not 
supported by the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. The amendment filed on December 22, 2006 has corrected the 35 U.S.C. 101 
deficiencies detailed in the Office Action dated March 23, 2006. Thus, the examiner 
hereby withdraws the rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - . 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1 - 9, and 13 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cohen (U.S. Patent Number: 6,060,993).' 

Claim 1: Cohen discloses a method for displaying content on a display device: 
. a. Retrieving a plurality of rules, each rule associated with displaying content, 
wherein the content is provided by a content provider. (Col 4, lines 37 - 46) 

b. Updating a plurality of device parameters. (Col 4, lines 14-26) 

c. Triggering at least two rules of the plurality of rules by the plurality of device 
parameters. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60; and Col 4, line 64 through Col 5, line 3) 

d. Executing the at least two triggered rules, a first triggered rule for causing the 
display of the content on the display device, a second triggered rule 
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specifying that at least one spectator be detected. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60; Col 4, 
line 64 through Col 5, line 3; and Col 5, lines 10-24) (The motor vehicle 
density of traffic inherently indicates that a spectator is present.) 
e. Determining a fee according to the triggered rules, wherein the content 
provider is charged a fee. (Col 5, lines 10 - 23) 

Claim 2: Cohen discloses the method of claim 1, wherein at least one rule is defined 
by the content provider to dynamically control the display of the content according to 
the device parameters. (Col 5, lines 10-23) 

Claim 3: Cohen discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the step of executing the at 
least two triggered rules further comprises the step of receiving a rule trigger from 
one of a location handler and a signal handler. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 4: Cohen discloses the method of claim 3, wherein the step of receiving a rule 
trigger from the location handler further comprises the step of updating a positional 
parameter. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 5: Cohen discloses the method of claim 3, wherein the step of receiving a rule 
trigger from the signal handler further comprises the steps of: 

a. Interpreting an input signal (Col 5, lines 1 5 - 26) 

b. Generating a programmatic event flag (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 
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Claim 6: Cohen discloses the method of claim 5, wherein the step of generating a 
programmatic event flag further comprises the step of generating one of a reply 
signal and the rule trigger. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 7: Cohen discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the step of 
providing an overriding rule blocking the display of content corresponding to the rule 
and the determination of the fee, wherein the overriding rule is defined by the device 
owner. (Col 5, lines 10-23) 

Claim 8: Cohen discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of determining a 
fee further comprises the steps of: 

a. Determining a value for each of the device parameters (Col 1 , lines 22 - 45; 
and Col 5, lines 10-23) 

b. Determining at least one device parameter satisfying the triggered rule (Col 1 , 
lines 22 - 45; and Col 5, lines 10 - 23) 

c. Determining the fee according to value of the device parameters satisfying 
the triggered rule. (Col 1 , lines 22 - 45; and Col 5, lines 1 0 - 23) 

Claim 9: Cohen discloses the method of claim 8, further comprising the step of 
charging the fee to a client providing content to be displayed. (Col 5, lines 10-23) 
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Claim 13: Cohen discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the fee is charged to a 
user for the use of the display, (the user is the advertiser using the service) (Col 5, 
lines 10-23) 

Claim 14: Cohen discloses a method for displaying content on a mobile display 
device: 

a. Retrieving a plurality of rules stored in the mobile display device from a rule 
server. (Col 4, lines 37 - 46) 

b. Determining a value for each of a plurality of device parameters. (Col 1 , lines 
22-45; and Col 5, lines 1 0 - 23) 

c. Executing each rule satisfied by the device parameters. (Col 4, line 54 
through Col 5, line 3) 

e. Displaying content according to each satisfied rule, wherein a first satisfied 
rule specifies that a spectator be detected and a second satisfied rule 
specifies a certain demographic of the spectator is determined. (Col 4, line 54 
through Col 5, line 3; and Col 5, lines 10-24) 

f. Determining a monetary charge based on the content displayed and the 
satisfied rules, which triggered the display of the content. (Col 2, lines 22 - 
45; and Col 5, lines 10-23) 
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Claim 15: Cohen discloses the method of claim 14, wherein at least one rule is 
defined by a content provider to dynamically control the display of the content 
according to the device parameters. (Col 5, lines 10-23) 

Claim 16: Cohen discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising the step of 
receiving a rule trigger from one of a location handler and a signal handler. (Col 4, 
lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 17: Cohen discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the step of receiving a 
rule trigger from the location handler further comprises the step of updating a 
positional parameter. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 18: Cohen discloses the method of claim 16, wherein the step of receiving a 
rule trigger from the signal handler further comprises the steps of: 

a. Interpreting an input signal. (Col 4, lines 1 5 - 26) 

b. Generating a programmatic event flag. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 19: Cohen discloses the method of claim 18, wherein the step of generating a 
programmatic event flag further comprises the step of generating one of a reply 
signal and the rule trigger. (Col 4, lines 54 - 60) 

Claim 20: Cohen discloses a program storage device readable by machine, tangibly 
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embodying a program of instructions executable by the niachine to perform method 
steps for displaying content on a display device, the method steps comprising: 

a. Retrieving a plurality of rules for the display of content. Wherein the content if 
provided by a content provider. (Col 4, lines 37 - 46) 

b. Updating a plurality of device parameters. (Col 4, lines 14-26) 

c. Determining a rule trigger for triggering at least one rule of the plurality of 
rules according to the plurality of device parameters. (Col 4, line 54 through 
Col 5, line 3) 

d. Executing a trigger rule for causing the display of the content on the display 
device, wherein the triggered rule specifies that at least one spectator be 
detected, wherein the spectator is detected by a receiver which detects an 
identification tag provided to the spectator. (Col 4, line 54 through Col 5, line 
3; and Col 5, lines 10-24) 

e. Determining a fee according to at least one device parameter upon executing 
a rule for the display of content, wherein the content provider is charged the 
fee. (Col 5, lines 10-23) 

Claim 21: Cohen discloses the program storage device of claim 18, wherein the 
method step of determining a fee further comprises the steps of: 

a. Determining a value for each of the device parameters. (Col 1 , lines 22 - 45; 
and Col 5 lines 10-23) 
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b. Determining at least one device parameter satisfying the triggered rule. (Col 
1 , lines 22 - 45; and Col 5 lines 1 0 - 23) 

c. Determining the fee according to value of the device parameters satisfying 
the triggered rule. (Col 1, lines 22-45; and Col 5 lines 10-23) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 10 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cohen (U.S. Patent Number: 6,060,993). 

Claims 10 and 1 1 : Cohen discloses the method of claim 8, further comprising the 
step of apportioning fees. However, Cohen is silent with regard to various 
permutations in which fee apportionment might entail. The teachings of Cohen 
describe the display system itself and not who owns and operates the display 
system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention that the service provider (entity that runs, operates and/or owns 
the display device) would need to reimburse the third party carrier (i.e. taxi 
company, trucking company, etc) for allowing them to put the display on the 
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carrier*s physical property (i.e. taxi cabs, trucks, buses, etc.). One would have 
been motivated to institute such a reimbursement in order to provide the third 
party carrier with an incentive to install the display to help in the defrayment of 
operating costs. 

Claim 12: Cohen discloses the method of claim 8, further comprising the step of 
apportioning the fees. However, Cohen is silent with regard to various 
. permutations in which fee apportionment might entail. The teachings of Cohen 
describe the display system itself and not who owns and operates the display 
system. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made that when the device is sold as a stand alone device, in 
which various third party carriers (i.e. Taxi companies, trucking companies, etc.) 
can purchase and in stall, a fee would need to be paid to the plurality of owners, 
by the service provider (entity that operates the advertisement distribution 
hardware), in order to be provided the opportunity to display advertisements on 
their mobile display unit. One would have been motivated to provide such a 
reimbursement in order to maximize the number of display units on which it can 
provide advertisements, and as a result maximize the fees it charges to entities 
wishing to advertise on the service. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed June 29, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

a. The applicant argues that Cohen does not teach executing a first trigger rule 
for displaying content and a second trigger rule for detecting a spectator. 
However, Cohen discloses in Col 5, lines 10-24 that the vehicle density of 
traffic, which inherently includes a spectator) is monitored and based upon 
this parameter the display of advertising is triggered. 

b. The applicant argues that Cohen does not teach the display based upon the 
triggering of an additional demographic indicator of the spectator. However, - 
Cohen discloses that the advertisements are based upon the location of the 
spectator which is a demographic indicator.(Col 4, lines 54-60) 

c. The applicant argues that Cohen does not teach triggering a display based 
upon an identification tag associated with the spectator. However, Cohen 
discloses that the vehicle density as well as weather, time etc are used to 
determine the advertisement displayed. Since, the applicant does not specify 
a specific type of identification tag and does not recite a step of actively 
providing spectators with an identification tag the mere act of associating a 
parameter with the spectator such as the time of day is sufficient to satisfy the 
limitations imposed by the claim. For example, Cohen is able to identify, for 
billing purposes, that the ad was displayed to 30 vehicles in zone 3 at 6:00 
am. Thus, the individual spectator has been identified as a vehicle in zone 3 
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at 6:00 am. The examiner suggests the applicant amend the claim to 
specifically require that a physical identification card is being provided to a 
spectator and the detection of the presence of such a card. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Van Bramer whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8198. The examiner can normally be reached on 6am - 4pm Monday through 
Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 





ERIC W. STAMBER 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



